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REMARKS 

The Applicant thanks the Examiner for the thorough examination of the 
application. No new matter is believed to be added to the application by this 
Amendment. 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-21 are pending in the application. Claims 4 and 5 have been 
amended to improve their language without reducing their scope, and the 
amendments to claims 4 and 5 are not directed at overcoming any rejection. 
Claim 8 corresponds to claim 1 and finds further support at page 9, lines 2-5 of 
the specification. Claims 9-14 correspond to claims 2-7. Claim 15 corresponds to 
claim 1 and finds further support at page 9, lines 2-5 of the specification. Claims 
16-21 correspond to claims 2-7. 

Statement of Substance of Interview 

The Applicant thanks the Examiner for graciously conducting an interview 
with the Examiner's representative on September 22, 2004. During the interview, 
viewpoints were exchanged upon whether the mixture of TMAH (tetra methyl 
ammonium hydroxide), water and a solvent are part of the inventive apparatus. 
Proposed amendments to the claims were also discussed. By the end of the 
interview, an agreement had not been reached. 
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At the end of the interview, the Examiner prepared an Interview Summary. 
The Interview Summary has been reviewed and it appears to accurately reflect the 
substance of the interview. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by each 
of Hayakawa (U.S. Patent No. 5,779,520), Simons (U.S. Patent No. 5,582,650) and 
Liao (U.S. Patent No. 4,645,562). Applicant respectfully traverses. 

The present invention pertains to a thermosetting resin eliminating 
apparatus that includes a stripping unit and a cleaning unit that cleans using 
brushes or ultrasound. The stripping unit includes a vessel containing a mixture 
of TMAH (tetra methyl ammonium hydroxide), water and a hydroscopic resin 
solvent. 

Hayakawa pertains to a method for post-processing a substrate that 
includes using a cleaning vessel and physical scrubbing. Simons pertains to an 
apparatus for removing thermosetting polyester resin from equipment parts that 
includes an ultrasonic cleaning tank and physical brushing. Liao pertains to 
stripping photoresist in an acetone solution followed by ultrasonic treatment. 

None of the applied prior art discloses or suggests utilizing a stripping vessel 
containing TMAH, water and a hydroscopic solvent. 

In paragraph 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner turns to MPEP 21 15 to 
take a position that the contents of the stripping unit impart no patentability to 
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the claims. However, MPEP 2115 states: "Furthermore, '[ijnclusion of material or 
article worked upon by a structure being claimed does not impart patentability 
to the claims.' In re Young, 75 F.2d 966, 25 USPQ 69 (CCPA 1935) (as restated in 
In re Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963))." However, the 
material or article being worked upon by the claimed structure is not the 
composition of TMAH, water and hydroscopic resin solvent. Instead, the material 
being worked upon by the claimed structure is a thermosetting resin. As a result, 
the case law cited by the Examiner does not pertain to the instantly claimed 
invention. 

Therefore, the invention is neither anticipated nor suggested by the applied 
prior art. These rejections are overcome and withdrawal thereof is respectfully 
requested. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The Applicant thanks the Examiner for considering the Information 
Disclosure Statement filed October 6, 2003 and for making the initialed PTO- 1449 
of record in the application in the Office Action mailed May 26, 2004. 

The Drawings 

The Examiner has approved the drawings in the Office Action mailed May 
26, 2004. 
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Priority 

The Examiner has acknowledged priority in the Office Action mailed May 26, 

2004. 

Conclusion 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the 
present application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Robert E. 
Goozner, Ph.D. (Reg. No. 42,593) at the telephone number of the undersigned 
below, to conduct an interview in an effort to expedite prosecution in connection 
with the present application. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.17 and 1.136(a), Applicant(s) respectfully 
petition(s) for a two (2) month extension of time for filing a reply in connection 
with the present application, and the required fee of $430.00 is attached hereto. 
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If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and 
future replies, to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 
02-2448 for any additional fees required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.17; 
particularly, extension of time fees. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 




Joseph K. Kolasch, #22,463 




/REG:ils£/ 



JAK/REG:jlst^ Falls Church, VA 22040-0747 

2658-03 12P (703) 205-8000 

Attachment(s): 
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